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WTTM APKS/ ARGUMENTS 
Claims 29-55 were pending. Applicant thanks the Examiner for the courtesies extended 
in the Telephone Interview conducted with the Examiner on June 9, 2004. As discussed in the 
Interview, the Examiner agreed to withdraw the anticipalion rejection and obviousness rejections 
based on the Nagano reference. In addition, the Examiner agreed to withdraw the fmality of the 
Office Action. In tum, the Applicant agreed to cancel claims 38-55. By this response, Applicant 
has antended claim 29 and added new method claims 56-67. Applicant respectfully asserts that 
the amendments to claim 29 and addition of new claims are based in the specification as 
orieinally filed. Entry thereof is respectfully requested. Applicant asserts that claims 29-37 and 
56-67 ate thus in condition for allowance in view of the following remarks. 
A. Indefinitoness Rejection 

The Office Action rejected claims 29-37 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
the applicant regards as the invention. Li particular, the Office Action asserted that the limitation 
-the optical fiber" in claim 29 does not have sufficient antecedent basis. By this response, 
Applicant has amended claim 29 to recite "tlie optical transmis-sion system" to replace "the 
optical fiber." As such, Applicant respectfully requests that the indefiniteness rejection be 
withdrawn with respect to claims 29-37. 
B. Anticipation Reiectlon 

The Office Action rejected claims 29-31, 33, 35 and 36 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) in view 
of U.S. Patent No. 6,014,359 to Nagano. In the Telephone Interview held witli the Examiner 
today, the Examiner agreed to withdraw the anticipation rejection witli respect to claims 29-31. 
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33. 35 and 36. Thus, the anticipation rejection is moot with respect to independent claims 29-31, 
33, 35 and 36. 

The Office Action rejected claims 38 and 46 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by U.S. patent No. 5,434.669 to Tabata ct al. By this response. Applicant has cancelled claims 
38 - 55. As such, the anticipation rejection with respect to claims 38 and 46 is now rendered 
moot. 

C, Obviousness Rejection 

ITie Omce Action rejected claims 32, 34 and 37 under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being obvious 
over the Nagano patent in view of Applicant's admitted prior art. As discussed above, the 
Examiner agreed to withdraw the obviousness rejections based on the Nagano reference. Thus, 
the obviousness rejection with respect to claims 32, 34 and 37 is now rendered moot. 

The Office Action rejected claims 38-55 as unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the Nagano reference in view of Applicant's admitted prior art, and further in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 4,955,006 to Fiikushima. Because the Examiner agreed to withdraw the 
obviousness rejections based on the Nagano reference, tliese rejections are also rendered moot. 

D. New Claims 

By this response, Applicant has added new claims 56-67. Applicant has diligently 
studied the Nagano reference and the Tabata references and as.serts that neither one teaches or 
suggests "a method for reducing reflections of laser light reflected from the end of on optical 
discontinuity, the method comprising: operating a laser to emit light that is substantially linearly 
polarized when in use. the laser having an oscillation mode; transmitting the light to an optical 
discontinuity si.ch that at least a portion of tha lipht is reflected by the opticardiscontinuity; 
i.nH flUerin^ the polarization of at least one of the e m itted lieht or the reflected light so that 
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♦h. reflected light i. .i.hstontiallv l i-P^rlv nolarized orthoponal to the emitted light so that 
fh^ r.nect light dn^. not couple bar W nuto the oscillation mode of the laser" as recited in new 
independent claim 56. As such. Applicant respectfiilly asserts thai claims 56-67 are in condition 

for allowance. 

E. ConclttSion 

In the event that the Examiner finds remainiTig impediment to a prompt allowance of this 
application that may be clarified through a telephone interview, or which may be overcome by an 
Examiner^s Amendment, the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned attorney. 

Dated this 9th day of June 2004. 

Respectfully submitted, 

^ohnM. Guynn 
Registration No.36,153 
Attorney for Applicant 
Customer No. 022913 
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